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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This action is in response to the communication filed on 1 1/10/05. 

2. In response to applicant's claim of foreign priority, submitted on 1 1/10/05, 
examiner has removed the reference issued to Yamagata et al. (US 2003/0174839 A1). 

3. Claims 1-19 are pending in this action 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-3, 5, 7-9, 11, 13-15, 17 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Seita (US 6,973,327 B2). 

As per claim 1: Seita discloses a mobile terminal apparatus (fig. 1), comprising: 
a contactless IC (integrated circuit) device (see fig. 1 , block 20) for use in 
communicating with the external equipment by radio waves (see fig. 1 , element 30; col. 
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3, lines 36-42), and accumulating authentication information from a higher-level 

apparatus (see col. 4, lines 56-65); and 

control means for enabling or disabling specific functions according to 
information received from the external equipment through the contactless device 
(see col. 8, lines 60-67). The control means in the prior art is provided within the 
IC card, as oppose to in the mobile, as implied by the claim/applicant. Examiner 
treats the difference as a choice of design since the functions of the control 
provided in the prior art are similar to those/that of required by the claim in 
question. 

As per claim 2: Seita discloses a mobile terminal apparatus wherein: 

the external equipment is a reader/writer capable of reading and writing 

information from and to the contactless IC device (see fig. 1 , elements 30 and 31). 

As per claim 3: Yamagata teaches a mobile terminal apparatus, wherein: 

the mobile apparatus has a plurality of modes in each of which the respective 

enable/disable state of the specified functions is set in advance (see col. 5, line 57-col. 

6, line 10), the contactless IC device performs communication with the external 

equipment about a mode (see col. 7, lines 58-63), and control means enables or 

disables the specified functions according to the mode specified by the external 

equipment (see col. 4, line 45-col. 5, line 4; col. 8, lines 60-67). 

As per claim 5: Seita discloses a mobile terminal apparatus wherein: 

the high-level apparatus is a ticket issue server for issuing ticket information for 

use in authenticating an admission into an institution (see col. 4, lines 45-55). 
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As per claim 7: Seita discloses a mobile terminal system (fig. 1), comprising: 

a higher-level apparatus for issuing authentication information (see col. 4, lines 
45-55). Examiner considers the prior art server as a higher-level apparatus. 

a mobile terminal apparatus comprising a contactless IC (integrated circuit) 
device (see fig. 1 , element 20) for accumulating authentication information from a 
higher-level apparatus (see col. 4, line 56-col. 5, line 4), and control means for enabling 
and disabling specified functions according to information received through the 
contactless IC device (see col. 8, lines 60-67). 

external equipment for communicating with the contactless IC device by radio 
waves (see fig. 1 , block 30), and transmitting the information to the contactless IC 
device after checking the authentication information received from the contactless 
device (see col. 8, line 60-col. 9, line 6). The feature, "settings change" is considered as 
an intended use since the feature does not have supported in the body of the claim. 
As per claim 8: the feature of claim 8 is similar to the feature of claim 2. Hence, claim 8 
is rejected on the same ground as claim 2. 

As per claim 9: the feature of claim 9 is similar to the feature of claim 3. Hence, claim 9 
is rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 3. 
As per claim 1 1 : the feature of claim 1 1 is similar to the feature of claim 5. Hence, 
claim 1 1 is rejected on the same ground as claim 5. 

As per claim 13: the feature of claim 13 is similar to the feature of claim 7, except claim 
13 is a method claim the steps of which are to be followed by the apparatus of claim 7 
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so as to perform a desired function. Hence, claim 13 is rejected on the same ground as 
claim 7. 

As per claim 14: the feature of claim 14 is similar to the feature of claim 2. Hence, 
claim 14 is rejected on the same ground as claim 2. 

As per claim 15: the feature of claim 15 is similar to the feature of claim 3. Hence, 
claim 15 is rejected on the same ground as claim 3. 

As per claim 17: the feature of claim 1 7 is similar to the feature of claim 5. Hence, 
claim 17 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 5. 
As per claim 19: the claim is directed to a computer readable medium to enable the 
method steps of claim 7 to be performed by the apparatus/system of claim 1 . Since, the 
prior art discloses an apparatus/system that performs similar functions, the recited 
computer readable medium must be inherent to the prior art system. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 4, 6,10, 12, 16 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Seita as applied to claims 1 , 7 and 13 above, and further in view of 



Slettengren et al. (Slettengren) (US 2002/0028674 A1). 
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As per claim 4: but, Seita in view of Takae does not explicitly teach about a mobile 
terminal apparatus, wherein the specified functions include at least a power supply 
function, a sound function, a vibration function, and an offline function, as claimed by 
applicant. However, in a related field of endeavor, Slettengren teaches about settings 
changing technique (for a politeness zone managing), i.e. for controlling loud noises 
from wireless devices within a specified/restricted areas/zones (e.g. libraries, 
classrooms, theaters, etc.) using functions and mode of operations stored in a wireless 
device (fig. 1 , elements 108) which communicates with external transmitter (see fig. 2) 
that enforces the politeness zone set up (see page 3, paragraphs 0028, 0035) wherein 
the specified politeness functions include at least a power supply function (see page 5, 
paragraph 0048), a sound volume function (see page 3, paragraph 0034), a vibration 
function (see page 3, paragraphs 0033-0034), and an offline function (see page 3, 
paragraph 0032). Mails routed to a voice mail are for reviewing the mails at a later time 
and in an offline mode. Both the above references and the later are within the same 
field of endeavor and are combinable. Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to further modify the above 
references (Seita in view of Takae) with the teaching of Slettengren for the advantage of 
instituting politeness zones relating to the use of communications devices (see 
paragraph 0003). 

As per claim 6: but, Seita does not explicitly teach about a higher-level apparatus, 
which is a certificate authority for issuing an electronic certificate, as claimed by 
applicant. However, in a related field of endeavor, Slettengren teaches about a terminal 
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apparatus wherein, the high-level apparatus is a certificate authority for issuing an 
electronic certificate (see page 6, paragraph 0054; claim 31). Motivation is same as 
provided in the rejection of claim 4 above. 

As per claim 10: Seita in view of Takae teaches about a mobile terminal settings 
changing system, as discussed in the rejection of claim 7 above. But, the references fail 
to explicitly teach the specified functions that include at least a power supply function, a 
sound function, a vibration function, and an offline function, as claimed by applicant. 
However, in a related field of endeavor, Slettengren teaches about a politeness zone 
technique for controlling loud noises from wireless devices within a specified/restricted 
areas/zones (e.g. libraries, classrooms, theaters, etc.) using functions and mode of 
operations stored in a wireless device (fig. 1, elements 108) which communicates with 
external transmitter (see fig. 2) that enforces the politeness zone set up (see page 3, 
paragraphs 0028, 0035) wherein the specified politeness functions include at least a 
power supply function (see page 5, paragraph 0048), a sound volume function (see 
page 3, paragraph 0034), a vibration function (see page 3, paragraphs 0033-0034), and 
an offline function (see page 3, paragraph 0032). Mails routed to a voice mail are for 
reviewing the mails at a later time and in an offline mode. Both the above references 
and the later are within the same field of endeavor and are combinable. Features of 
claim 10 are similar to the features of claim 4. Hence, motivation is same as provided in 
the rejection of claim 4. 

As per claim 12: the feature of claim 12 is similar to the feature of claim 6. Hence, 
claim 18 is rejected on the same ground as claim 6. 
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As per claim 16: Seita in view of Takae teaches about a mobile terminal settings 
changing method, as discussed in the rejection of claim 13 above. But, the references 
fail to explicitly teach the specified functions that include at least a power supply 
function, a sound function, a vibration function, and an offline function, as claimed by 
applicant. However, in a related field of endeavor, Slettengren teaches about a 
politeness zone technique for controlling loud noises from wireless devices within a 
specified/restricted areas/zones (e.g. libraries, classrooms, theaters, etc.) using 
functions and mode of operations stored in a wireless device (fig. 1, elements 108) 
which communicates with external transmitter (see fig. 2) that enforces the politeness 
zone set up (see page 3, paragraphs 0028, 0035) wherein the specified politeness 
functions include at least a power supply function (see page 5, paragraph 0048), a 
sound volume function (see page 3, paragraph 0034), a vibration function (see page 3, 
paragraphs 0033-0034), and an offline function (see page 3, paragraph 0032). Mails 
routed to a voice mail are for reviewing the mails at a later time and in an offline mode. 
Bothe the above references and the later are within the same field of endeavor and are 
combinable. Features of claim 16 are similar to the features of claim 4. Hence, 
motivation is same as provided in the rejection of claim 4. 

As per claim 18: the feature of claim 18 is similar to the feature of claim 6. Hence, 
claim 18 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 6. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-19 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Meless N. Zewdu whose telephone number is (571) 
272-7873. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 am to 5:00 pm.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Trost can be reached on (571) 272-7872. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 272-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application 
or proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (571 ) 
272-2600. 

Meless Zewdu H > 

Examiner 
10 January 2005. 
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